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dignity of her arms. To this De Lesseps replied that
he had been careful from first to last to reserve full
liberty to the Government, who had only to refuse to
ratify the Convention if it was thought that he had
gone too far. He asked: "Can the honour of a nation
like France be banished because she treats considerately
a city which she wishes to place under her protection? "
Had he been sent to insist upon the Romans opening
the gates to the army under pain, in the event of their
refusal, of seeing their houses devastated, and their
fellow-citizens decimated by the sword? Or had he
been sent to come to an understanding with the
authorities for the time being in power, and to give the
Romans a proof of France's disinterested friendship?
He got in a homethrust by pointing out that the tele-
gram recalling him had been despatched on May agth,,
while the Convention had only been reached on
May 31 St., and the Government therefore could have
known nothing about it.
The second charge was that after the negotiations
had been broken off De Lesseps should not have
allowed them again to be resumed. To which there
was the obvious answer that so long as there was any
material which held out hope of agreement, as was
provided by the letter of the Triumvirs, he had a per-
fect right, indeed it was his duty, to continue to find
an acceptable basis for a settlement.
The third charge was that the continuation of the
negotiations had facilitated the revictualling of the city.
This was not true. General Oudinot had not allowed
the city to be provisioned. Communications were free
at the points occupied by the French posts only to